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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1 , 7, 8, 1 1-1 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

2. Regarding clam 1 , examiner suggests deleting the word, "been" before the 
phrase, "received a print order." In addition examiner suggests deleting the word, "to" 
after the phrase "to control." Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Regarding clam 7, examiner suggests deleting the article, "a" which precedes the 
phrase "color printing." Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Regarding clam 8, examiner suggests deleting the word, "been" before the 
phrase, "received a print order." Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Regarding clam 1 1 , examiner suggests removing the phrase, "to control," which 
follows the phrase, "unit adapted." Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Regarding claim 12, examiner suggests deleting the phrase, "to print." 
Appropriate correction is required. 

7. Regarding claim 1 3, examiner suggests changing the first occurrence of the word 
"set", to "sets" Appropriate correction is required. 

8. Regarding claim 14, examiner suggests deleting the phrase, "to prohibit." 
Appropriate correction is required. 

9. Regarding claim 15, examiner suggests deleting the phrase, "to print." 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-4 and 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chiba et al. (United States Patent 7,187,459) hereinafter referenced as Chiba in 
view of Kemp et al. (United States Patent Publication 2002/0078160) hereinafter 
referenced as Kemp. 

3. Regarding claim 1, Chiba discloses a printing system in which programs 
required for printer operations are downloaded from the computer. In addition Chiba 
discloses a print service apparatus comprising: 

4. generation unit 1304 adapted to generate print setting information including a 
print device ID by which a print device used for previously printing can be identified 
when said print service apparatus has been received a print order from a user terminal 
and performed a print service, as disclosed in column 13, lines 26-33 and column 17, 
lines 27-40 and exhibited in figure 1 1 . 

5. display control unit 1 122 adapted to control display information related with said 
print device, as disclosed in column 12, lines 22-33 and exhibited in figure 11. 

6. However Chiba fails to explicitly disclose that the display information includes 
information which identifies the said print device by the ID in a browsing window of the 
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terminal. However it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include information which identifies the said print device by the 
ID in a browsing window of the terminal as taught by Kemp. 

7. In a similar field of endeavor, Kemp discloses a computer network. In addition 
Kemp discloses that the display information includes information which identifies the 
said print device by the ID in a browsing window of the terminal, as exhibited in figure 
6A. 

8. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Chiba, that the display information includes 
information which identifies the said print device by the ID in a browsing window of the 
terminal for the purpose of allowing the print user to easily view the location of the 
actual print device from any part of the apparatus. 

9. Regarding claim 2, Chiba and Kemp disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 1) However Chiba fails to explicitly disclose that the print setting 
information includes information related with a print service provider having said print 
device. However it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include information related with a print service provider having the 
print device in the print setting information as taught by Kemp. 

10. In a similar field of endeavor, Kemp discloses a computer network. In addition 
Kemp discloses that print setting information includes information related with a print 
service provider having a print device, as disclosed in [0057]-[0059], and [0069]. 
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1 1 . Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Chiba, so that print setting information 
includes information related with a print service provider having a print device for the 
purpose of allowing the print user to easily view the location of the actual print device 
from any part of the apparatus. 

12. Regarding claim 3, Chiba and Kemp disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 1). In addition Kemp discloses that the information related with a print 
service provider contains print service information serving as a printing destination, a 
printer type capable of print by the print service, or a paper size as disclosed in [0058] 
and [0069]. 

1 3. Regarding claim 4, Chiba and Kemp disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 1). In addition Kemp discloses that the print setting information 
includes information related with print conditions set to said print device, as disclosed in 
[0069]. 

14. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Chiba, so that print setting information 
includes information related with print conditions set to said print device for the purpose 
of alerting the user what to expect the printed copy to look like. 

15. Regarding claim 6, Chiba and Kemp disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 1). In addition Kemp discloses that the apparatus further comprises 
an: 
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16. receiving unit 30 adapted to receive a condition for the plurality of print devices, 
as disclosed in [0023]-[0024] and figure 3; and 

17. selecting unit 20 adapted to select the print device based on the received 
condition, as disclosed in [0070], [0086] and disclosed in figure 3. 

18. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Chiba, to have a receiving unit adapted to 
receive a condition for the plurality of print devices, and a selecting unit adapted to 
select the print device based on the received condition for the purpose of quickly 
choosing a printer over the internet which would match the user's needs. 

19. Regarding claim 7, Chiba and Kemp disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 6). In addition Kemp discloses that the apparatus wherein the 
conditions for selecting the device are that the device can print color print data which is 
stored with the user preferences, and the selecting unit selects the appropriate print 
device based on these choices, such as a color photo only printer, as disclosed in 
[0004], [0069] and [0086]. 

20. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Chiba, to have the condition for selecting the 
print device depend upon whether or not the device is a color printer for the purpose of 
quickly choosing a printer over the internet which could print color data. 

21 . Regarding claim 8, Chiba and Kemp disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 6). In addition claim 8 is interpreted and rejected for the reasons set 
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forth in the rejection of claim 1 . Claim 1 describes an apparatus, and claim 8 describes 
the specific method used to implement the apparatus. Thus claim 8 is rejected. 

22. Regarding claim 9, Chiba and Kemp disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 8). In addition Chiba discloses the program for controlling a print 
service apparatus according to claim 8, as disclosed in column 4, lines 51-56. 

23. Regarding claim 10, Chiba and Kemp disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 9). In addition Chiba discloses a storage medium for computer- 
readably storing a program according to claim 9, as disclosed in column 4, lines 51-56. 

24. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chiba et 
al. (United States Patent 7,187,459) hereinafter referenced as Chiba in view of Kemp et 
al. (United States Patent Publication 2002/0078160) hereinafter referenced as Kemp, 
further in view of Knapp (U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0197875). 

25. Regarding claim 5, Chiba and Kemp disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 4). However Chiba fails to disclose the apparatus wherein said print 
conditions include tint. However it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include such a modification to the invention of 
Chiba, as taught by Knapp. 

26. In a similar field of endeavor, Knapp discloses the production of high fidelity 
copies by consideration of a receiver's characteristics. In addition Knapp discloses that 
the print setting information which contains print conditions includes tint, as disclosed in 
[0012]. 
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27. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Chiba, so that print setting information 
includes information related with the tint of the receiver device for the purpose of 
alerting the user what to expect the printed copy to look like, and to correct any tinting 
which is undesired. 

28. Claims 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mitsubori et al. (United States Patent 7,283,267) hereinafter referenced as Mitsubori in 
view of Enomoto (U.S. Patent Publication 2002/0131080). 

29. Regarding claim 1 1 , Mitsubori discloses a data processing device, data 
processing method and data processing program for recognizing characters in a URL. 
In addition Mitsubori discloses a print service system in figure 2 comprising: 

30. first judging unit located in the scanner 1 8 adapted to judge whether or not a 
content to be printed is color data, as disclosed in column 16, lines 40-50; and 

31 . print control unit located in the scanner 1 8 adapted to print the content using a 
print device of a plurality of print devices (40 a-c) when said first judging unit judges that 
the content is color, as disclosed in column 16, lines 40-50. 

32. Regarding claim 12, Mitsubori discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 11). However Mitsubori fails to explicitly discloses the system further 
comprising a second judging unit adapted to judge whether or not a print order is 
reorder, wherein said print control unit controls to print the content using the same print 
device as used at a previous print order when a result of judging is reorder. However it 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include such a modification 
to Mitsubori, as disclosed in Enomoto. 

33. In a similar field of endeavor, Enomoto discloses a print system. In addition 
Enomoto discloses that his print system further includes a second judging unit adapted 
to judge whether or not a print order is reorder, wherein said print control unit controls to 
print the content using the same print device as used at a previous print order when a 
result of judging is reorder, as disclosed in [0040]. 

34. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the invention of Mitsuboro, to include a second judging unit 
adapted to judge whether or not a print order is reorder, wherein said print control unit 
controls to print the content using the same print device as used at a previous print 
order when a result of judging is reorder for the purpose of allowing the process to 
proceed more quickly. 

35. Regarding claim 13, Mitsubori and Enomoto disclose everything claimed as 
applied above (see claims 12 and 5). However Mitsubori and Enomoto fail to explicitly 
disclose the system wherein said print control unit sets the same tint as was set in a 
previous print order to the same print device. However, the examiner takes official 
notice of the fact that it was well known in the art to provide the system wherein said 
print control unit sets the same tint as was set in a previous print order to the same print 
device. 

36. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Mistuboro and Enomoto by specifically providing 
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the system wherein said print control unit sets the same tint as was set in a previous 
print order to the same print device, for the purpose of allowing the process to proceed 
more quickly. 

37. Regarding claim 14, Mitsubori discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 11). In addition Mitsubori discloses a prohibiting unit adapted to prohibit a 
print device to be used in accordance with an instruction of a user, as disclosed in 
column 6, lines 55-65. 

38. Regarding claim 15, Mitsubori discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 11). In addition claim 15 is interpreted and rejected for the reasons set forth 
in the rejection of claim 1 1 . Claim 1 1 describes an apparatus, and claim 15 describes 
the specific method used to implement the apparatus. Thus claim 15 is rejected. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRENDAN MCCOMMAS whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3575. The examiner can normally be reached on IFP. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler Haskins can be reached on (571)272-7406. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/ Brendan N. McCommas/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



/B. M./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
/Jefferey F Harold/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 



